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through August 4, 2010 



From: Megan Rocha  
Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2010 12:12 PM 
To: Ken Wiseman 
Cc: John Corbett 
Subject: IRB Compliance Request 
 
Hello Everyone, I hope this message finds you well. Please find attached the request for IRB compliance 
that was provided to the BRTF last week. This request is standard procedure for the Tribe when such 
research is conducted. Thanks so much and please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 
 
Much peace, 
 
Megan Rocha 
Acting Self‐Governance Officer 
Yurok Tribe 
Klamath, CA 95548 































From: Sue Sack  
Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2010 11:02 AM 
To: MLPAComments 
Cc: 'Talbott, Alison'; Todd Bruininks; 'Richard Culp'; 'Kevin B Mc Grath' 
Subject: Formal request to post public comments made to against MPA implementation on the North 
Coast 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE MLPA PROCESS IN THE NORTH COAST 
REGION 

 
July 27, 2010 
 
This is a formal complaint regaining bias when posting MLPAI public comments on the Fish and Game 
website. Please post this public comment on the Fish and Game website. 
 
Through the public comment process I and other Shelter Cove residents have attempted to engage the 
MLPAI staff with comments related to proposed closures around the port of Shelter Cove, none of which 
were posted on the Fish and Game website as of July 27th, 2010. Nobody contacted me regarding my 
comments. The following are some examples of comments not being posted: 
 
January 11, 2010 
   
Hi: 
 
The human use map of the Lost Coast does not have any depth references and does not include the 
huge area (RCA) already off-limits to hook and line commercial and recreational ground fish fishing. 
These areas are well over 50% of State waters on the Lost Coast. Could these areas be mapped and 
depth contours be layered directly on the data map?  
Why is the canyon mapped as essential fish habitat? It is already closed to hook and line fishing for 
ground fish due to depth limitations on these fisheries. Is this designation due to State waters not having 
many examples of this type of habitat or is it that this habitat is in danger of being impacted in some way 
by hook and line fisheries?  If the canyon becomes an MPA will the edges of the canyon also be 
included? Crabbers and other fishers will be highly impacted should closures be placed around the 
canyon edges. 
 
Thanks, 
Sue Sack 
 
 

MLPA Comment for the North Coast Region 
 
July 8th, 2010 
 
To whom it my concern: 
 
Shelter Cove is a small fishing community in Northern California that relies on rod and reel 
sport and commercial fishing as its main economic base. We have resident commercial day 
boat fishermen using small skiffs to reach local fish. Our harbor allows limited numbers of small 
boats to be launched daily with not only limited fishing ability but also they are limited by the 
distance they can safely travel to access fishing grounds as weather conditions are a challenge 
throughout the year.   

Staff note:  Ms. Sack was notified that the Jan 11 comment is included in a compilation of draft regional profile comments, the 
question about the list server was answered directly since it wasn't a comment, Richard Culp's comment is included in the 
compilation of Round 2 draft MPA proposal comments, and the MLPA Initiative office has no record of the July 8 comment. 



El Nino causes northward movement of biomass and many marine species leave our waters to be 
mopped up by nets to the north of us, as happened to the yellow tail snapper in the late nineties 
or they die due to lack of nutrients.  Marine Protected Areas cannot protect rock fish from 
temperature change and are therefore flawed as a tool for fishery management. Stocks must be 
controlled by measuring the available biomass for each fished species and then allotting a 
minimal allocation to only sustainable fishing fleets.  
The general public doesn’t want to eat farmed fish nor old, brown, smashed dragger fillets but 
they are demanding fresh, organic, genetically unaltered fish. Fish caught by draggers are 
globally marketed to the highest bidder; and as seen in the local stores we get what is left. 
Having a vibrant local fishing industry is good for the health and pocketbook of the California 
population. Live fish are in high demand and draggers cannot fill this market.  
The buy-out program for trawlers that Leon Panetta touted as the answer to over-fishing only 
allowed bigger, newer trawlers to enter the fleet, did not reduce the allowable catch for trawlers 
and did nothing for the small hook and line fishermen but regulate them out of business. Mid 
water nets can now accurately skim over rocks and reefs without damaging their nets, allowing 
them to be trawled. These used to be natural sanctuaries with hook and line boats selectively 
catching only targeted fish but now even these are being heavily impacted.  
The community of Shelter Cove is in itself a jewel and many people comment how few places 
are left in the States like the Cove. It would be criminal if the Cove was not treated as a special 
fishing place as man has been fishing here for thousands of years without unbalancing nature.  
Big business is changing this situation and I believe will try and obtain all the resources available 
through funding grants for government bureaucracy and using sound science to direct state 
fishing regulations to impact everybody but themselves. When the small hook and line fishermen 
are gone from state waters spatial planning has paved the way for aquaculture, mineral 
extraction, wave energy, ocean highways and other destructive industries. 
Why should ecologically sound fishing techniques be phased out with only the larger discard 
boats eventually being able to reach fishable waters? The trawlers love the idea of closing 
shallower waters as these will act as areas that will replenish their over-fished stocks allowing 
them to carry on netting and destroying EVERYTHING outside of the marine reserves. Don't 
exempted fishing permits allow trawlers to fish in protected zones anyway?  
 
Sue and Don Sack 
Shelter Cove 
 
 
July 15, 2010 
 
Hi: 
 
I received this message via the MLPAI -  mlpainitiative-bounces@lists.ceres.ca.gov. Who 
authorized the release of my email address to private energy surveyors? How did a company get 
this information? Was the whole list released and why? 
 
 
Please help the University of Connecticut with our research on alternative energy 
technologies that will help public facilities lower their energy costs.  Complete this 5 
minute survey linked below and you will learn: 

Staff note:  Ms. Sack was notified that the Jan 11 comment is included in a compilation of draft regional profile comments, the 
question about the list server was answered directly since it wasn't a comment, Richard Culp's comment is included in the 
compilation of Round 2 draft MPA proposal comments, and the MLPA Initiative office has no record of the July 8 comment. 

mailto:mlpainitiative-bounces@lists.ceres.ca.gov


  
-Types of alternative energy similar facilities are using. 
-What similar facilities are paying for electricity. 
-What the key roadblocks are to using alternative energy. 
 
If you have any questions or concerns about this survey contact Prof. Luke Weinstein at 
luke.weinstein@business.uconn.edu or (860) 728-2170.  Survey results will be used in the aggregate.  To receive 
our comprehensive research results leave your email address in the last question of the survey.  Your email address 
will not be used for any other purposes.  If you have received this message in error or it is a duplicate please 
disregard or forward to the appropriate party. 
 
http://www.zoomerang.com/Survey/?p=U2FT7NVXGRY7  

 
OPT OUT | Learn More 
 
If you do not wish to receive further survey invitations from this sender, click the link below. 
Zoomerang will permanently remove you from this sender's survey invitation mailing list. 
 
I do not want to receive any more Zoomerang survey invitations from this sender.   
Thanks, 
Sue Sack, 
 
 
Here is yet another comment from another Shelter Cove resident not posted on the website: 
 
June 22, 2010 
 
Big Flat comment- I object to the Big Flat MPA proposed in the Sapphire Draft MPA Proposal 1 
and 2. As a resident of Shelter Cove I spear fish and abalone dive near Big Flat.  I have done so 
by boat and by foot.  The remote location already limits access making it a trophy location for 
those few people capable of accessing this remote area.  Weather conditions also make this area 
difficult to access.   Closing this area will have no measurable benefit to marine resources as it 
cannot possibly be overused, but it will have a negative impact on the nearby residents, by 
further restricting our already limited access.    
 
Process comment -I object to the splitting of Stakeholders into two groups. The Stakeholders 
were supposed to be a representative cross section of interests, each individual bringing a 
perspective to the process that taken as a whole may have been representative of the population 
at large. Splitting this group in half results in both groups having only half of the whole 
perspective.  If you hired a baseball team with experts in each position it would make no sense to 
field a team of only infielders or only outfielders.  This tactic, even if justified in some way, has 
the appearance of deliberate manipulation to weaken the chances of a single unified proposal 
being developed.  Divide and conquer appears to be the primary purpose.  Correct this problem 
by putting the stakeholder group back together for the third and final round of proposal 
development.   
 
Richard  Culp 

Staff note:  Ms. Sack was notified that the Jan 11 comment is included in a compilation of draft regional profile comments, the 
question about the list server was answered directly since it wasn't a comment, Richard Culp's comment is included in the 
compilation of Round 2 draft MPA proposal comments, and the MLPA Initiative office has no record of the July 8 comment. 

http://www.zoomerang.com/Survey/?p=U2FT7NVXGRY7
http://zoomerang.custhelp.com/cgi-bin/zoomerang.cfg/php/enduser/std_adp.php?p_admin=1&p_faqid=308&p_created=1091207839
http://app.zoomerang.com/Home/OptOut.aspx?p=U2FT7NVXGRY7
http://app.zoomerang.com/Home/OptOut.aspx?p=U2FT7NVXGRY7


 
 
These are not the only examples as there are other Shelter Cove people who say their comments 
have not posted. All seem to be against implementation of the MLPAI in some form or another. 
 
Yours Sincerely, 
 
Susan Sack,  
Shelter Cove 
 

Staff note:  Ms. Sack was notified that the Jan 11 comment is included in a compilation of draft regional profile comments, the 
question about the list server was answered directly since it wasn't a comment, Richard Culp's comment is included in the 
compilation of Round 2 draft MPA proposal comments, and the MLPA Initiative office has no record of the July 8 comment. 



From: Paul Pitino  
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2010 9:07 AM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject:  
 
Dear MLPA, 
I support any and all protection of our Pacific Ocean. 
Thanks for the work you are doing and thanks to the NEC for informing me of the meeting today 
@11:45@HSU Aquatic Center.  Unfortunately I will not be able to attend. 
Sincerely, 
Paul Pitino 
Arcata, CA 95518 

 



Statement of Priscilla Hunter 
Chairwoman, InterTribal Sinkyone Wilderness Council 

 
Submitted to MLPAI North Coast Regional Stakeholder Group 

 
July 29, 2010 

 
Fort Bragg, California 

 
 

My name is Priscilla Hunter.  I am Chairwoman of the InterTribal Sinkyone 

Wilderness Council.  Our member Tribes include:  Cahto, Coyote Valley, Hopland, 

Pinoleville, Potter Valley, Robinson, Round Valley, Redwood Valley, Scotts Valley, and 

Sherwood Valley. 

 

We thank the Stakeholders for all your hard work in developing MPA proposals 

that are designed to conserve and revitalize our precious marine ecosystems.  We also 

applaud your efforts to incorporate traditional, non-commercial Tribal uses into the 

design of the new MPAs.  It is absolutely vital to the Tribes of this region that their 

aboriginal rights to use marine resources are acknowledged and protected. 

 

Our Council has provided extensive comment, presented position papers, 

developed legal opinions, and produced a 45-page Tribal Profile—all to affirm the 

Tribes’ aboriginal rights must not be infringed upon or diminished by the MLPA 

Initiative process.  We have played a leading role in formulating and developing 

supportive analyses of the reasons why the State should respect and acknowledge Tribal 

uses in setting up MPAs.  We appreciate the Regional Stakeholder’s support for the 

Tribes’ rights to continue their traditional ways of life—as they have since the beginning 

of time—by ensuring Tribal uses are properly addressed in the MPAs you are designing.   

 



Our Council now is in the process of developing a proposal on how the Round 3 

MPAs should address Tribal uses.  This proposal will soon be shared with you, the 

Science Advisory Team and the Blue Ribbon Task Force.  Our proposal will address 

specific concerns and recommendations on how best to avoid interfering with traditional 

Tribal gathering areas from the proposed Big Flat MPA to the Navarro River MPA in the 

southern bioregion.  We look forward to discussing this proposal with you in order to find 

mutually acceptable ways to incorporate the Council’s ideas and concepts into your final 

recommendations to the Blue Ribbon Task Force.   

 

As you know, the Tribes will never relinquish their rights to traditional cultural 

uses.  It is in everyone’s interest for the State to formally adopt a special category of 

“Tribal Use” regulations that address Tribal gathering activities which are legally and 

practically distinct from the “Commercial” or “Recreational” categories.  “Tribal Use” is 

its own unique category.  It is not a new category.  From the Tribal perspective, it is the 

“Commercial” and “Recreational” categories that are new.  The Tribes’ traditional 

gathering practices are unique because of certain defining characteristics that, in the 

aggregate, are not present among other groups of people.  Tribal gathering and related 

uses are Indigenous in nature; they are conducted for Tribal subsistence, and in a manner 

that is passed down through the generations; they are required for the health and 

wellbeing of Tribal members; they are intrinsic to the Tribes’ ancient spiritual belief 

systems and religious practices; and they require a combination of gathering methods and 

Tribal knowledge that always have been utilized by Tribal peoples and no one else. 

 

We ask you to continue to work with the Tribes to develop MPAs that meet their 

cultural protection concerns, while following the BRTF’s July 22 Motion Regarding 

Round 3 and complying with the required science guidelines.  We appreciate your 



willingness to consider our recommendations regarding Tribal Uses as you enter the final 

stages of the Round 3 MPA proposals. 

 

Thank you. 



















From: Albert Sopher  
Sent: Sunday, August 01, 2010 10:22 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: Save our Ocean, Protect out Fishing Rights 
 
Form details below. 
 
Comments: I am writing to encourage you to NOT support MPA initiatives that close 
any ocean space to recreational use for the following reasons: 
 
CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION 
ARTICLE 1 DECLARATION OF RIGHTS Section 25. 
 
The people shall have the right to fish upon and from the public lands of the 
State and in the waters thereof, excepting upon lands set aside for fish 
hatcheries, and no land owned by the State shall ever be sold or transferred 
without reserving in the people the absolute right to fish thereupon; and no law 
shall ever be passed making it a crime for the people to enter upon the public 
lands within this State for the purpose of fishing in any water containing fish 
that have been planted therein by the State; provided, that the legislature may 
by statute, provide for the season when and the conditions under which the 
different species of fish may be taken. 
  
•  Fish Stocks in this area have been sustainable without protection for years 
and will not significantly benefit from protection 
  
•  Closing fishing areas forces more concentrated fishing activity into areas 
with greater amounts of environmental impact 
 
•  Rocky Point, Point Loma, La Jolla, and recreational Ocean area have a long 
rich fishing history which is part of our local cultural heritage 
 
•  Closure of these areas would have a devastating financial effect on the local 
industries that depend on year‐round revenues generated thru recreational and 
commercial fishing. 
  
•  Closure of existing MPA areas like in Long Beach have proven unsuccessful, as 
pollution has taken over. 
  
I do NOT support the MLPA process and as such would NOT support ANY closures. 
  
Thank you for your consideration 
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